
















fact	 that	 the	 first	 doges	were	 officials	 of	 the	Byzantine	 administration	 is	 an	
obvious	 form	 of	 Byzantine	 civilization	 over	 Venice.	 On	 the	 other	 hand,	 the	
accentuation	 of	 the	 Byzantine	 matrix	 of	 the	 Venetian	 doge	 is	 capable	 of	
shedding	 light	 on	 the	 role	 the	doges	have	had	 in	universal	 history.	The	 fact	
that	the	Doges	adopted	the	ideological	hegemony	of	the	Byzantine	emperors,	
as	well	as	numerous	forms	of	protocol	and	ceremony,	 inspired	the	Venetian	
rulers	 to	 impose	 the	North‐Adriatic	 state	as	 the	main	economic	 force	of	 the	
Mediterranean	Sea.	The	special	status	that	Venice	acquired	on	the	Byzantine	
route	 explains	 today’s	 separatist	 tendency	 of	 the	 Veneto	 region,	which	 also	
includes	 Venice.	 As	 all	 these	 tendencies	 find	 the	 answer	 in	 the	 past,	 it	 is	







The	 Byzantine	 model	 manifested	 in	 Venice	 the	 first	 forms	 of	 political	
organization1:	 “The	 first	 dukes	 of	 Venice	 were	 Byzantine	 officials”2.	 Giorgio	
Ravegnani,	 in	 his	work	 on	 the	 Venetian	Doges,	makes	 it	 very	 clear:	 “Byzantines	
were	the	original	forms	of	government.	First,	a	dux	meant	a	general	governor	on	the	
model	of	other	masters	in	Italy,	to	whom	the	Venetians	gave	the	name	of	doge”3.	

























increased	 interest	 of	 Constantinople	 in	 the	 Northern	 Adriatic	 Sea:	 “Venice	 is	 a	
small	Romania	administered	by	a	chosen	duke	with	his	officials	or	judges,	as	they	
were	 called	 in	 Rome,	 with	 his	 local	 patricians,	 elective	 creation	 and	 imperial	
denomination”8.	Not	by	chance,	the	first	Ducal	families	were	Veneto‐Byzantine.	
At	 first,	 the	 doge	was	 “appointed	 by	 the	 emperor,	 depending	 on	 the	
emperor,	 adorned	 with	 titles	 by	 the	 emperor,	 related	 to	 the	 emperor”9.	
However,	 the	 Venetian	 urban	 community	 enjoyed	 a	 certain	 autonomy,	 “to	
which	 the	Byzantium	 imposed	 nothing	 but	 the	 recognition	 of	 its	 power	 and	
the	 fulfilment	 of	 certain	 duties”10.	 Although	 the	 Byzantine	 emperors	 could	
have	named	the	Venetian	Doges,	they	were	satisfied	only	with	confirming	the	
choice	even	if	they	wanted	someone	else.	
The	 first	 doge,	 detained	 more	 by	 the	 Venetian	 tradition	 that	 tends	 to	
deceive	the	beginnings	of	history	of	the	lagoon,	was	Paoluccio	Anafesto.	Venetian	
chronicles	 strive	 to	 emphasize	 the	 democratic	 character	 of	 the	 event11,	 “but	 the	
choice	would	require	the	approval	of	 the	Byzantine	Emperor”12.	Some	chronicles	
have	 fantastically	 interpreted	 the	 name	 Anafesto	 as	 “the	 primitive	 name	 of	 the	
Falier	family”13.	It	is	far	more	likely	that	Paulicius,	Paoluccio	or	Paolo	Lucio	Anafesto	
was	not	 a	Venetian,	but	 a	Byzantine	diplomatic	 representative,	 perhaps	Paul	 the	
exarch	 of	 Ravenna.	 Thus,	 the	 supposed	Venetian	Doge	was,	 at	 best,	 a	 Byzantine	
official	 and	 the	 legendary	 view	 of	 the	 sources	 of	 the	 10th	 century,	 such	 as	 that	
offered	by	John	the	Deacon,	is	the	product	of	pro‐Western	agendas	of	that	period.	





















the	 Byzantine	 Empire.	 At	 that	 time,	 pro‐Byzantine	 doges	 were	 replaced	 by	 a	
local	 ruler,	without	 the	 consent	 of	 the	Byzantine	 exarch	 of	 Ravenna.	 It	was	 a	
nobleman,	named	Orso	Ipato,	who	occupied	the	ducal	chair	between	726	‐	737.	
It	took	the	traditional	Byzantine	strategy,	offering	gifts,	rewards,	and	titles,	for	
the	 relationship	 to	 return	 to	normal.	 The	privileges	were	not	 very	numerous,	
but	 it	 was	 enough	 that	 the	 Venetian	 rulers	 were	 assimilated	 to	 the	
Constantinopolitan	 aristocracy.	 Emperor	 Leon	 III	 the	 Isaurian	 (717‐741)	
recognized	“the	province	of	Venice	protected	by	us	and	God”	and	confirmed	the	
doge	Orso	by	offering	the	title	“of	consul”	(hypathos)	the	 first	Byzantine	noble	
rank	offered	 to	 the	Venetian	 rulers.	Byzantine	 tactics	worked	as	 the	Venetian	
fleet	played	a	decisive	role	in	rejecting	the	Longobard	siege	on	Ravenna	in	732.	
During	 the	 siege,	 the	 exarch	 of	 Ravenna	 fled	 to	 Venice,	 and	 Pope	 Gregory	 III	




forced	 the	 lagoon	 to	 be	 led	 between	 737‐742	 by	 career	 soldiers,	 magister	
militum16:	“When	the	relations	with	Byzantium	were	tense,	they	returned	to	the	
old	military	system.	When	they	were	in	good	terms,	 they’d	go	back	to	the	doge	
system”17.	 The	 Venetian	 chronicles	 describe	 this	 period	 in	 elusive	 terms,	
suggesting	 the	 impossibility	 of	 keeping	 the	 string	 of	 doges.	 The	 same	Venetian	
tradition	 retained	 the	 names	 of	 the	 new	 rulers:	 Leone,	 Felice	 called	 Cornicola,	
Deusdedit,	son	of	former	doge	Orso,	Giovanni	and	Giovanni	Fabriciaro.	
The	next	doge,	politically	oriented	towards	Constantinople,	was	Deusdedit	


























After	 several	 years	 of	 reign	 (756‐764),	Doge	Monegario	will	 lose	 the	
ducal	throne	in	the	same	manner.	
















of	 the	 sword”	 (spatharios).	However,	 in	 order	 to	prove	 the	Byzantine	 authority,	





























token	 of	 respect,	 Doge	 Agnello	 sent	 an	 embassy	 to	 the	 new	 Byzantine	 Emperor,	












Byzantine	 diplomatic	 missions	 in	 same	 period.	 The	 intense	 diplomatic	 activity	
seems	 to	 be	 due	 to	 the	 same	 effect	 of	 the	 Byzantine	 model.	 During	 Justinian	
Partecipazio’s	reign	–	although	he	only	ruled	between	827‐829	–	two	memorable	
events	 took	place	 in	Venice:	 the	 reception	of	 the	 relics	of	 St.	Mark’s	Apostle	or	
Mark’s	episode	in	Alexandria	of	Egypt,	and	then	the	campaign	against	the	Arabs.	
Since	the	beginning	of	the	9th	century,	the	Arabs	have	taken	possession	of	Sicily,	
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